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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Examiner acknowledges Applicant's filing of an RCE on 5/1 5/2006. 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 and 3-10 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

3. Applicant's arguments, see Response, filed 5/15/2006, with respect to claims 11- 
14 and 21-30 have been fully considered and are persuasive. The rejection of these 
claims has been withdrawn. 

Claim Objections 

4. Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: in line 2 "router 
which is configured to not forward multicast traffic" should be "router, which does not 
forward multicast traffic," since the "configured to" language makes optional, but does 
not require, the recited limitation; in line 3, "and configured to" should be "and to" since 
the "configured to" language makes optional, but does not require, the recited limitation; 
in line 9, "element to perform" should be "element to potentially perform" since the 
network element will not perform the broadcast transmission if it is not selected to do so; 
in lines 10 and 13, "one of the set of subnets" should be "one subnet of the set of 
subnets" since there is not a plurality of sets of subnets recited in the claim; and in line 

1 5, "another one of the set of subnets" should be "another subnet of the set of subnets". 
Appropriate correction is required. 

5. Claim 6 is objected to because of the following informalities: in line 6, 
"representative of each one of the set of subnets" should be "representative of each 
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subnet of the set of subnets" since the claim only recites a single set of subnets where 
"each one" implies multiple sets of subnets. Appropriate correction is required. 

6. Claim 10 is objected to because of the following informalities: in line 8, "locally 
and that" should be "locally that". Appropriate correction is required. 

7. Claim 1 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: in line 4, "includes" 
should be "including". Appropriate correction is required. 

8. Claim 28 is objected to because of the following informalities: in line 4, "receiving 
an indication" should be "when the machine is selected as a domain representative, 
receiving an indication" since these steps will only be taken when the machine is the 
domain representative. Appropriate correction is required. 

9. Claim 29 is objected to because of the following informalities: in line 4, "receiving 
a notification" should be "when the machine is not selected as a domain representative" 
since these steps will only be taken when the machine is not a domain representative. 
In addition, in line 8-9, "the network element transmitting" should be "the network 
element having transmitted". Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 0. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

11. Claims 1 and 3-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 
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12. Claim 1 recites the limitation "the plurality of subnets" in line 7. In line 3, claim 1 
recites that the network environment has "a plurality of switches, each switch [is] 
connected to a plurality of subnets." Thus, "the plurality of subnets" does not clearly 
demarcate which plurality of subnets to which it refers. Specifically, since there is a 
plurality of switches with each switch connecting to a plurality of subnets, in total there is 
a plurality of "plurality of subnets" with each "plurality of subnets" connecting to a 
particular switch. Thus, the limitation "the plurality of subnets" does not particularly point 
out one "plurality of subnets" out of the plurality of "plurality of subnets." Applicant 
should either amend the claim to designate a particular "plurality of subnets" or change 
line 7 from "discovering a set of subnets in the plurality of subnets" to "discovering a set 
of subnets of all of the subnets connected in the network environment". 

13. Claim 6 recites the limitation "the sender's" in line 9. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. In line 8, claim 6 recites "evaluating a 
response from a first subnet representative of a first subnet". Line 9 recites that "the 
response indicates that the sender's subnet has an alias". It is unclear whether "the 
sender" refers to the "first subnet representative of a first subnet" or another device. If 
the "sender" and the "first subnet representative of a first subnet" are equivalent, then 
Applicant should amend all instances of "the sender" to read "the first subnet 
representative" (see claim 6, lines 9, 11 (2 instances), and 17; claim 7, line 6; and claim 
9, line 4). Otherwise, Applicant should clearly indicate that "the sender" is a separate 
device and provide clear antecedent basis for "the sender." 

Allowable Subject Matter 
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14. Claims 1 and 3-10 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome the 
rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action. 

15. Claims 11-14 and 21-30 are allowed. 

16. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: the prior art does not disclose or fairly suggest establishing an alias domain for 
a broadcast or multicast transmission by having a server send to network elements a 
message indicating a broadcast or multicast transmission, having the network elements 
return a response indicating whether or not the network element is part of a domain, 
and then establishing an alias domain based upon the responses. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Daniel J. Ryman whose telephone number is (571)272- 
3152. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri. 8:00am-4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Huy Vu can be reached on (571)272-3155. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Daniel J Ryman 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2616 



